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October I7  2003 

Cornmmioner Kethleen Q 4bemathy 
Federal Commurucahona Commimon 
441 12th sweet NU 
W & s h g t o q  D C 205 j4  

Dear Kathleen Abemthy: 

1 am m u n g  t o  voice my opposluon lo any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcnut 
and cipzen, I feel Wondy that such a pohcy would be bsd for m o v a t i o ~  c o m e r  +m. and the u lms te  adoption of DTY 

4 robust. compeudve market for consumer electronics musf be rooted in monufscnuar' ability to innovate for their cumomm ~Uorvi, 
m o m  s t u d ~ o s  to veio features of DTV-reception equipment udl enable the umdiou to t d  technolo&tu what new producb they con 
create This MLI result in products thnt don't necesaarily reflect what conuumeru like me ncfilaUy wmL and it could reuult in me bein$ 
c h q e d  more money for rnfmor hrnctionnlicy 

If the FCC issues n broadcast flee mandate, 1 would 0ctuaUy be less likely in mnke an mvnvnhnent in DN-cnpnble recdvar and other 
equpment I uill not pay more for devices thnt limit my +hu st  the bekm of Hollywood Plelve do not mnndate br0sdcP.t U q  
technology for digLtP telwinon ThanL you for your m e  

Smcrrely 

technology for +tal televiaon As a c o m e r  

\dam Ely 
5740 Ciulf Rd 
Mliror. FL 32583 
US 4 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Camml?rslon 
445 I h h  Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon el  "broadcost flag" technology for dlgtta televlslon As a 
consumer and cRIzen, I lee1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innmtlon, conwmer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoprlon or DTV 

A robust. campetlthre market Tor consumer electrenlcs must be rooted In mmnuhcturen' sblltly ta lnnomte b r  thelr 
customers Allowlng mevle Sudlos to veto feature9 eT DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll eneble the Rudlos b tell technologlsto 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necerrarlly reflect whi t  consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor functbnaltly 

I7 the FCC Isgues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehren 
and other equipment 1 wlll not pay more lor devlce9 thnt IlmR my rlghn at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology ?or dlgltal televlslon Think you tor your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Ethan Marcone 
4 Greenough Avenue 
Apartment a1 
Cambridge, MA 02139 
USA 
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October 1 7 ~  2003 

Carnmiaaioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Cornmumcabow Commimon 
445 12thsweet.\w 
Wanhmgtrn. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abemthy 

1 m wnmg to voice my opponbon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcan 
and ciwcn. I feel shongly that such a palicy would be bnd for movnho% C O N U ~ R  righu, and the ulmatc adophn of DTJ 

4 robust. competitive market for comumer elemonics mmt be roared in mmufncmm' nbility IO innovate for rh& ~wtornero Auowing 
mowe smdm to veto feames of Dn-reception equipmmr will enable the studies to tell technologiN what new PoducU rhey CM 
create f i e  ullu r e d t  in products thnt don't necessarily reflect what c o m e r s  me me acfilally want and it could r e d t  in me bdng 
c h p d  more money for inferior functionality 

!f the FCC mum a broadcast t h g  mandate, I would ~cfllpuy be k i n  likely to make an invemanfflt in DN-cnpnble receivrn and 0 t h ~  
eqvlpment I w i l l  not pny more for devices that h i t  my +tu nt the behest of Hollywood Pleplc do not mnndnte brandcart t l q  
technology for +tal television Thank you for your tine 

Smcerrly~ 

~ n d r e w  Psner 

technolow for digital telewion AB a c o n m a  

2670 Paplw H d l  Rd 
Lm~a SY 14485 

USA 
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Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Federal Communlcdhons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Warhmgton, D C. 20554 

Dear Kathleen .4bemathy, 

I am wnbng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adophon of "broadcart flag" technoloa, for d~g~tal 
televlrion. .4: 2 consumec and nhzen, I tee1 strongly that such a poky would be bad for mnovahon, consumer 
nphts. and the ulomate adoptton oEDTV 

.4 robust, compenhve market for consumer electrorucs must be rootedm manufacmrers' &&'cy to movate  for 
their customers -4Ilowng movle rtud~os tn veto features of DTV-reccpbon e q u i p m e n t d  enable the s t u d ~ o s  to 
tell technologits what n w  products they can create. Tlus wll result in products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actudly wmt, and i t  could result m me bang charged more money for mfenor 
funchondlq. 

If the FCC l~sue :  a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less L U y  to mnkc an mveihnmt m DTV-capable 
receive15 and other equipment. I mll not pav more for demces that h u t  my nght5 at the bchcst of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology tor d q t d  telension Thank you for your hme. 

Sincerely. 

Daniel Westnck 
3157 Bremerton P l x e  
La Jolla, CA 9203: 
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communicatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrltlng to volee my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlrlon h a 
coisurner and cnlren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad (or Innmtlan, caniumer r',ghts and the utlmate 
adoprlon of D N  

A robust, competnlve marker for consumer electronics m u a  be rooted In minuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlo9 To veto features of DTV-receptbn equlpmcnt wlll enable the nudlos to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly refleet what consumers llke me 
actually want, anc! It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor fUnetlonSllty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandnte I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In KIN-capable recabem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghn at the behen of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Chad Keep 
10471 Llvlngoton Dr 
Northgienn. CO 80234 
USA 

, 
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October 17 2 0 0 2  

Commissioner Kathleen Q lbernathy 
Federal Cumniunica t ions Conmission 
1 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast 
t l a g '  technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation consumer rights. and the 
ultiiiiate adoption of DTV 

b robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto teatures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

I t  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
intake an Investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more fur devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sircerely 

John Nelson 
6112 Deep Creek Drive 
Prospect. KY 40059 
USA 

' I  
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Cammissioner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Cunimunicat ions Cummissinn 
4 4 5  12th Street NW 
Vashington D C 20554 

Uoar Kathleen Ahernathy 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
srrongly that such a policy would he bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
iultimats aduptinn of DTV 

A robust campetitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing inowie studios to 
veto features at DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
teuhnolagists what new p r d u c t s  they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment i n  DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
mare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tlme 

S i r i c e r e l y  

Dudley Carr 
22 Hazard Ave 
Providence RI 02Y06  
USA 
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Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal tomrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12h Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcmt tlag" technology for dlgltal televlslon A$ a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be b i d  for Innovltlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
adoprlon or DTV 

A robun. competltlve market for consumer elemonlci musc be rooted In rnanuhenrren' abllHy to Innmte  for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the nudlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necsriirlly retlect what consumem llke me 
actually want, and h could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would aaually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetven 
and other equlpment 1 wlll not pay more for devlces that l lmt  my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcas? (lag Iechnology for d lg ta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Steven Rlmlccl 
20 Slmpson Drlve 
Framlngham, MA 01701 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen d Abernathy 
Federal Conmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 121h Street, NW 
Waohlngton, D t 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am vvrklng to volce my opposttlon to any FCGmandated sdoptlon of "broademtlag" technology tor dlglhll televlslon As a 
consumer and clt!zen, I feel strongiy that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovltlon, consumer rlghtn, and the ultlmate 
adoption or DN 

A robust conpetltlve market for consumer eleclronlcs must be meted In minuhnuren' iblltly m l n n m t e  tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto?eprures ol DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producto that don't neceriirlly reflect what eonsumem llke me 
acrually want and tt could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor tundlonallty 

If the FCC Issues B broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-copable recetvers 
and other equlpnent I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghto at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltrl relevlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Url David Akavla 
40 Tagore st 
Tel Avlv, 69203 
Israel 
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October I7  2003 

Cornmissmner KathLeen Q 4bernathy 
Federal Commurucsbana Commiaamn 
445 12th  Stre& NU' 
Waahgton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen 4 b m r h y  

1 am mmng to vmce my appombon to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart rlag tedrnnlogy for 
and ciPlen~ T feel saongly that such a pohcy would be bad for vlnovahoh C O M U ~ R  +ts. and the ulamnte adDphon of D N  

4 rabuet. competibve market for consumfl decaonics mum be rooted in manufncturan' ability to innovate for thdr clutmers AUo- 
mode mdim to veto features of DN-reception equpment will a b l e  the rtudioi to tell tschnolo&e what new poducte they can 
create This wil l  result m products that don't necessarily reflect what C O I U U ~ R B  like me a d y  want, and it could result in me being 
charpedmore money for inferior funct iodiy 

If the FCC issues n broadcwt flq mmdnte. 1 would a d y  be lerm likely to make an investment in DN-capble rc&VRl md other 
equipment I rvill not pny more for devices that limit my right@ at the behest of Hollywood Pleple do not mandate hoadcplt flag 
rrchologv for d~@td television lhanL you for your time 

televLion Al B coryumer 

Sincerely 

Stephen Jacobs 
203 Plnecave A W  

Odenton MD21113 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waohlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

1 am wrnlng to volce my opposRlon to any FCCmsndeted adoptlon of "broodcestflag" technology fer dlgltal televblen b a 
consumer and cnlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be b i d  for Innovation, consumer rlghm, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competktve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manuheturen' abllly to lnnoMte?or thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlo9 to veta features of DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In produrn that don't neessrirlly reflect what consumen llke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functionally 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebero 
and other equlpmenr I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghts at the bchen d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcan flag techndlogy for d lgh l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Andrew Moll 
3676 Wheelock Student Center 
Unlverslty of Puget Sound 
Tacoma. WA 98416 
USA 
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Gctober 16 2003 

Comnlissioner Kathleen 0 Abernathv 
~ 

Frdera 1 Conmun ~ c a  t ions Conin i ss i un 
4 4 5  12th Street NW 
Washington D i 2 0 5 5 4  

~ 

Frdera 1 Conmun ~ c a  t ions Conin i ss i un 
4 4 5  12th Street NW 
Washington D i 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am vriting to voice my opposition t o  any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultiiiiate aduptiun of DTV 

A robust competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability tu innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
:reto features ot DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 

that d o n ' t  necessarily reflect what consumers like ne actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

It the FCL issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
iilake an irlvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more fur devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

A - -  .r~hrmlugists what n e w  products they can create This will result in products 

S l r l c r r e l g  

Daniel Antony 
7 0 6  Imperial Dr Apt 216 
Morris M N  56267 
U S A  
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Comrnlssloner Kathleen 0 Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

1 am wrnlng to volce my opposttlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcad flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen. 1 feel strongly rhat such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts r n d  the ultlmate 
adOptlOn 07 DTV 

A robust, campetme market for consumer electronks must be rooted In mmuheturen' iblllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle 91udlos to veto leatures of DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necerrirlly reflect what consumers Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmR my rlghn at the behest a( Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Cameron Liner 
185 Rlver Wood Dr 
Manchester, TN 31355 
USA 
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October 17, 2DD3 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrklng IO volce my opposhlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broudmst flag" technology tor dlgltol televlslon As P 

consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatton. consumer rlghn, and the ultlrnntc 
adoptlon of O n /  

A robut ,  competllke market for conwmer electronlcs m u s t  be rooted In rnanuhburen' iblllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DTv-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the orudlos 16 tell teChnOlOQlsrs 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producto that don't necesrirlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and R could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor l unc t l ona l~  

If the FCC Issues 8 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to mike an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmh my rlghts at  the behest of Hollywood Plesse do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology for dlgkal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Danlel Jlmener 
1023 Crocker Street 
Houston, TX 77019 
USA 
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October 17 2003 

Commissioner KaWern Q &bemathy 
Federal Commurucnhani Cornmiamon 
4 4 2  12th Sheer. sw 
Washmgton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen 4bemathy, 

I am munng to volce my oppomhnn to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcm Qng" technology for &@l tdevlnon As a c o m e r  
md a m e n ,  I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for umovation, consumer &hm. and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for c o m e r  elecuoruc~ must be rooted in manufacturcn' ~ W l y t o  innovate for thek f m o m m  AUorVing 
mowe stu&as to veta feamev of DTV-reception equipment sill enable the m&o# to tell techn0logi.U what new Hodurn they con 
create This =ill result in products h t  don't necessndy reflect whm c o r n n o  like me a c d y  wnnt. and it could rerult in me b- 
charged more money for infenor functionality 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast hng mandate, I would a c d y  be lesa likely to rn&e on h v c m m t  in DTV-cnpnble recdven and o t h a  
equipment 1 w2l not pay more for devices thst h i t  my rightl nt the beheir of Hollywood PleMe do not mandate kondcMt & 
technolog for d+d televlsmn W you for your time 

SvLcerely 

Kenneth Dyketra 
8352 Montpmcq' nm rd 
Ehcott C~ty. MD 21043 
US4 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy. 

t am wrklng to vote my opposnion to any FCC-mundated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and ctrizen, 1 feel strongly thut such a POIICY would be bud lor Innovation. consumer rlghn, and the ultimate 
adoprlon or DTV 

A robust, competltlve murket lor consumer elenronlcs musi be rooted In mmuhcturen' ablllry rn Innovate for thelr 
cunomers Allbwlng mmle nudlos to veto reatures o? DW-receptlon equlpmenr wlll enable the studloo to tell technologls*r 
what new products they can create This wlll result In products that don't necesrarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually wan?, and It could result In me belng churged more money for lnlerlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC 1s3ues a broadcust flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recehers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest or Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgb l  televlslon Thunk you lor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Michael ~argensen 
240 Oakbriar Farms Dr 
Ballwin, MO 63021 
USA 
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October 17 2003 

Cammmloner Kelhleen Q Abemathy 
Federal C ~ m m u c m o n ~  Comrnianon 
445 12th Stxeet~ NW 
U'ashmgton. D C 20554 

Dear KaIhleen Abernathy, 

I m unbng to voice my oppanaon to any FCC-manbled adopuon of "broadens? 
and citizen I feel suongly that such a pohcy would be bad far movsuon, colv~uner r&b. and the ultimnte adoption of DTV 

.A robusr competihve market for c o m e r  elecbonicr musr be rooted in mmufacmar' ability to innovate for their cunromm f l ow ing  
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will a b l e  the rtudios to tell techdo&# what new products they C M  

create nullus will result in producte that don't necessarily reflect whnt commms like me actunlly wan5 and it could result in me being 
c h q e d  more money for d m o r  functionality 

If the FCC isrues a broadcast flag mandate. I would a c W y  be lesm likely to make M invedmmt in DTV-capable receivere and 0 t h ~  
qwpmenr I udl no1 pay more for devices that h i t  my nghts st the behest of Hollywood Pleue do not mandate koadcu t  flq 
technoloeJ. for &@tal television Thank you for your h e  

techndoBy for &tal televidon As a c m m m  

Sincerrly~ 

Carlos .4vilea 

43 Pheasant B r a d  Cowl  
Bedmmater~ Y J  07921 
us.\ 
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October 17, 2003 

Commmmner Kethleen Q Abernnthy 
Federal Commumcabans Cammisnan 
445 12th Sheet; sw 
W0Bhuigton. D C 20554 

Dear Kathleen nbernnthy 

I am mhng to voice my opposiuon to any FCC-mandated ndoption of "broadcam @ Iechnology for d@al televinon As a COMUmer 
and cihzm. I feel nuon&ly that such a pohcy would be bad for UULOVB~OR c o m b  .;shtn. and the ultimate adoption of DTV 

9 robust. campetitwe market for consumer elechonics m u t  be rooted in mnnufncturm' nbility to innovate for thek c u s t m m  AUo* 
movie smdias to veto features of DTL'-reception equipment aill enable the mudim to t d  technolo@ whnt new producb they can 

mente h ulll result in products that don't necessarily reflect what c ~ l ~ m m  like me actually w m L  and it could r e d 1  in me bdng 
c h q e d  more money for hfcrior funct iodty 

If the FCC issues B broadcast fleg mandate, I would actually be leii likcly to mnke M hvestmmt in Dlv-cnpnble r c c d v m  m d  other 

equipment 1 wrll not pny more for devices that limit my +t, nt the behert of Hollywood Plcple do not mmdnte broadcvt h g  
technohey for *tul television Thank you for your h e  

Sincerel, 

Bnm Pu& 
443A Park St 
Redwood City CA 94061 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Kathleen 0 Abernathy 
Federal Communlcatlons Commhslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton D C  20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy 

I am wrhlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon ot "broadcast flag" technology for d lg ta televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that guch a pollcy would be bad tor Innomtlon, consumer rlghn. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robusr, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuheturers' abllhy to Innome for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle ~ lud los to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlpment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsm 
what new product3 they can create Thls wlll result In produets that don't necessarily reflect what consumero I l k  m e  
actually want, and h could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to mnke an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlceo that llmk my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Tyler Jenklns 
7070 la Jean 
Byron Center, MI 49315 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

tomrnlssloner Kathleen Q Abernathy 
Federal Cornmunlcatbns Comrnlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton. D t 20554 

Dear Kathleen Abernathy, 

I am wrHlng to volce my oppootlon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel srrongly that such n pollcy would be bad for Innomtlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmae 
adoptlon ot DTv 

A robust, campernbe market for consumer electronics must be rooted In mmnuhctunn' abllRy tu lnnomte for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studloo to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpmcnt wlll enable the studloo to tell technologlots 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necesrarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonalky 

If the FCC Issue9 a broadcast flag mandate, I would actunlly be less llkely to make on lnvesrment In DN-cipnble recelvm 
and other equlpnent I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts atthe behest o? Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag techwlogy for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Elgln Gregg 
5710 4th street 
Apt 2304 
Lubbock, TX 79416 
USA 



16506181678 From 

Friday. October 17 2003 

Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge t h e  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against t h e  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
tha t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion would restr ict  the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television t ransi t ion rel ies on convincing consumers o f  the  benef i ts of switching t o  and buying 
d ig i ta l  television equipment. That t ransi t ion wll be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer i f  switching 
doesn't mean discarding my exist ing home network, b u y n g  new high-resolution displays, and f inding room 
for yet  another device in my l iving room. Please do not al low the  MPAA and i t s  all ies t o  hinder the  
t ransi t ion by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices t h a t  a re  more expensive and less valuable. 

In addi t ion,  I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the  broadcast flag. Wi th  today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content -~ I can modify, create, and part ic ipate.  I 
can record TV t o  watch la te r ,  c l ip  a small piece o f  TV and splice it in to  a home movie; send an emai l  c l ip  
of my ch i lds footbal l  game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
fr iends apar tment  The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control  and f l e n b i l i t y  t ha t  I enjoy. 

I f  the  move to  digital television does not make t h e  public's viewing experience more enloyable, f lexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A p re t t ie r  TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense w i th  a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a c i t izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the  d ig i ta l  
transition by opposing the  broadcast flag 

Sincerely. 

Wi l l iam Jones 
11 Wyndham Hil l  Dr 
Reading, P A  19606 



2003-lG18040541 (GMT) 15506181679 From 

Friday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a consumer o f  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communicat ions Cornmission t o  vote against t he  adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulation would restrict t he  way I enloy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  t he  beneflts o f  switching t o  
and buying digital television equipment That transition will be far more  palatable to m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discarding m y  existing home network, buying new high- 
resolut ion displays, and finding room for yet another device in m y  l iving room. Please do  not  
allow the  MPAA and its allies to  hinder the  transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV 
devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the  fair-use implications of the  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and part icipate. I can record TV to  watch later; clip a small  piece o f T V  and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email clip o f  m y  child's football game to  a distant relative; o r  record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems 
designed to  remove this control and flexibility tha t  I enjoy. 

I f  t he  m o v e  to  digital television does no t  make the  public's viewing experience more  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what  compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy  new 
digital equipment? A prett ier TV picture IS hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense w i th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  
broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the  digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Peter Ashley 
31  alexander road 
Hopkinton, MA 01748 



16506181679 From 

Cumniissionri b l h l e r n  Q. .\brrnalh) 
445 12th Street NLL' 
~~dS~l111g1Oll DC 20,554 

\U 17ACSIMILE 

[)ear Comniissionrr .\hernathy. 

.Is a c o i i s u i w r  of broadcast tclcvision. elcctronics. and computcr products, I urge the Federal 
Coinniiinir,iliuns Commission lo vole ngainsl Ihe adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television. 

The digital teleLision transilion relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital Irlrvisioii equipment. That transition wil l  be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switchmg 
doesn't mean discarding niy existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and findmg room 
for r c t  anothrr devicr in my living room. Pleasc do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
b! making 11s bur sperial-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In ~ddi t io l i .  I ani r r r  concerned about the fair-use imphatioils of the broadcast flag. With today's 
terhnology, 1 rail he more than a passive recipient of content -- I a n  modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to wntrb later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send a n  email clip of my 
rhild's football game to a distant relative. or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartinrnt The hroadrast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If thu inovr to digital trle\-ision docs not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
ruritiiig. w h a t  ronipelling reason do I habe as a consumer to buy new dlgltal equipment? Aprettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing thc broadcast flag 

Sincrrelv 

Ernesi Roi? 
z4:34z . b d r m  St laguna Hills 
.\lis0 Vielo. C.4 92656 



2003-10-18040053(GMT) 16506181679 From 

Friday, October 17 2003 

Cornmissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasliiiigtoii, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMTLE 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy, 

As a coiisumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commuiiications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesii't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

Iii additioii, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modrfy, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital televisioii does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
excitiiiq, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment', A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the diqrtal transtion by 
opposiiig the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Hope Elliott 
7704 Horseshoe Creek Dr. 
Huntersville, NC 28078 


